CLASSIC CRIMES
that, for the Crown's contention was that Rose was done to
death by blows with a stone? which could have happened
close to the boulder. The Dean had asked if Rose was killed
there, how came the various articles to be found below the
rocks further up the gully ? Again his Lordship was afraid that
if Rose in fact was killed at the boulder, the person who put
him to death might so have disposed of the articles as to
suggest that Rose had fallen over a precipice. His Lordship
pointed out that the hiding of the cap and the cutting-up of
the waterproof must have been done by a human hand after
Rose's death. The defence being that Laurie and Rose
were never seen together after they left the top of the hill, it
was extremely remarkable that the prisoner did not reach
Corrie Hotel till ten, while the witnesses who left the top at
the same time reached Brodick before half-past eight. The
jury must consider if they could reconcile all these facts with
the idea that Laurie was not present at Rose's death. If he
was, there was no escape from the conclusion that his was the
hand that folded the cap, cut off the waterproof, and hid the
body; and then they would have to consider could these acts
possibly have been done by a man who had witnessed a
terrible and accidental death. With regard to Laurie's posses-
sion of a return ticket to London, it was in evidence that Rose
tad such a ticket in his pocket-book. It had been urged for
the defence that the prisoner openly wore the coat and hats of
Rose, and that no person anxious to conceal a crime would
have done so, but it was his duty to point out that such rash-
ness on the part of criminals often formed the very threads of
the web of justice. They must take the whole facts of the case
together, and say whether it led to a conclusion that was
reasonable and just. His Lordship then reviewed the medical
evidence, and observed that those who saw all the details and
examined them were necessarily in a better position to give
their evidence and opinions than those who merely based
their statements upon evidence which they heard. It was not
the province of the jury to decide between the medical
opinions, but to find what, taking the whole facts and in-
cideiits along with that evidence, was the most probable cause
of death. If they came to the conclusion that the prisoner
was present and that his hand buried the body, that would
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